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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on RCE 01/05/2007 . 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 21-23 and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Procter & Gamble Company (GB 2 369 094) herein after Procter in 
view of Bacques et al. (US 6,264,034). Procter discloses a packaged product 
comprising: a plurality of flexible water soluble liquid-detergent-filled pouches; an outer 
container (box or tub with reclosable lid) for containing the liquid-detergent-filled 
pouches; wherein the outer container contains a plurality of flexible liquid-detergent- 
filled pouches whereby at least two or more of the flexible liquid-detergent-filled 
pouches are in mutual contact (see page 6, lines 16-26), and wherein the outer 
container further comprises a wrapping material (protective bag enclosing the pouches) 



Application/Control Number: 10/655,833 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3728 

for avoiding or minimizing rupture of the flexible liquid-filled pouches when the outer 
container is subject to shock. 

Procter discloses that the outer container can contain a plurality of pouches in a 
random orientation whereby at least two or more of the flexible pouches are in mutual 
contact, see page 6, lines 16-20. Procter does not appear to teach the wrapping 
material comprising a shrink/stretch-wrapping material and a corrugated cardboard 
cushioning material that is placed between the tub and the plurality of pouches for 
avoiding or minimizing rupture. Bacques '034 discloses a packaged product equipped 
with a shrinkable film (thermoplastic film 13) which is secured to it, intended for packing 
articles (such as medicine) to be delivered in variable numbers or volume without 
having to use ranges of packages whose storage would be costly. Bacques '034 also 
discloses a two-sided corrugated cardboard (14) which is placed between the 
packaging and the plurality of packing articles for providing better protection against 
damage during shipping and handling. See Figures 1-8 embodiments. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to make the plastic bag of Procter from shrink-wrapping as taught by Bacques 
'034 for better securing and holding the packing articles in the box/tub and protecting 
them against damage during shipping and handling. 

It would have also been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide a cardboard cushioning material to the box/tub of Procter 
as taught by Bacques '034 for better protecting the pouches therein. 
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4. Claims 24-25 and 30-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over the above references as applied to claims 21 and 26 above and 
further in view of Dull et al. (5,645,169). Procter as modified above discloses all the 
limitations of the claims except it is silent about how the tub is made. Dull '169 discloses 
a packaged product comprising: a plurality of flexible water soluble liquid-filled pouches; 
wherein the outer container can made according to any known manufacturing 
processes such as injection molding or any other material and production techniques; 
wherein the outer container contains the plurality of flexible liquid-filled pouches 
whereby at least two or more of the flexible liquid-filled pouches are in mutual contact, 
and wherein the outer container further comprises means for avoiding or minimizing 
rupture (corrugated cardboard cushioning outer sleeve 30) of the flexible liquid-filled 
pouches when the outer container is subject to shock. See Figures 1-15 embodiments. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to make the tub of Procter as a injection molded plastic tub as 
taught by Dull '169 for better protecting the pouches from environmental damage. 

Furthermore, Dull '169 discloses the outer container can made according to any 
known manufacturing processes such as injection molding or any other material and 
production techniques (see column 3, lines 23-31). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the 
tub of Procter from thermoformed material to make the tub lighter, since it has been 
held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the 
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basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 
Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21 36 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jila M. Mohandesi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4558. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:00 (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu can be reached on (571) 272-4562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Page 5 
In re 



Application/Control Number: 10/655,833 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 3728 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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